OHIO PUBLIC WORKS COMMISSION
77 South High Sireet, Room 1629
Columbus, Ohio 43266-0303
(614) 466-0880

APPLICATION FOR FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE

NOTE: Applicant should consulf the “Instructions for Completion of Proiect App!lcoTlon"
for assisfance in the proper completion of this form.
APPLICANT NAME City of Cincinati
STREET 801 Plum Street
CITY/ZIP Cincinnati 45202
PROJECT NAME Langdon Farm Road Rehabilitation
PROJECT TYPE Street rehabilitation
TOTAL COST $_ 239,000
DISTRICT NUMBER 2
COUNTY Hamilton
PROJECT LOCATION ZIP CODE 15237

E===

This section to be completed by Disirict Committes ONLY:

DISTRICT FUNDING RECOMMENDATION

AMOUNT OF REQUEST:  $__ 100.000.00
FUNDING SOURCE (Check Only One):

X State lssue 2 District Allocation

State Issue 2 Small Government Funds
State Issue 2 Emergency Funds

Local Transportaiion Improvement Program

This section fo be completed by OPWC ONLY:

OPWC PROJECT NUMBER:

OPWC FUNDING AMOUNT:  §




1.0 APPLICANT INFORMATION

1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

CONTACT PERSON
TITLE
STREET

CITY/ZIP
PHONE
FAX

CHIEF EXECUTIVE-
OFFICER

TITLE

STREET

CITY/ZIP
PHONE
FAX

CHIEF FINANCIAL
OFFICER

TITLE

STREET

CITY/ZIP
PHONE
FAX

PROJECT MGR
TITLE
STREET

CITY/ZIP
PHONE
FAX

DISTRICT LIAISON
TITLE
STREET

CITY/ZIP
PHONE
FAX

Doug Perry

Senior Engineer

801 Plum Street

Room 435, City Haill

Cincinnati 452072

513 ) _352 3407

) -

Scott Johnson

City Manager

B0O1 Pilum Street

Room 152, City Hall

Cincinnati 45202

213 ) 352 - 3241
) -

Frank Dawson

Director of Finance

801 PTum Street

Room 250, City Hall

Cincinnati, Chio 45202

513 ) 3572 3732
) -

Bob Cordes

Principal Highway Design Engineer

801 Plum Street

Room 435, City Hall

Cincinnati 45202

513 ) 352 -_3409
) -

William Brayshaw

Deputy County Engineer

138 East Court Street

County Administration Building

Cincinnati 452027
513 ) 632 - B523
) _




2.0 PROJECT SCHEDULE

ESTIMATED ESTIMATED
START DATE COMPLETE DATE

2.1 ENGR. DESIGN 0 /1 /89 4 /1 /o9
2.2 BID PROCESS 4 /1 /90 6 /.1 /90
2.3 CONSTRUCTION 6 /1 /90 6 /1 /9]

3.0 PROJECT INFORMATION
3.1 PROJECT NAME: Langdon Farm Road Rehabilitation

3.2  BRIEF PROJECT DESCRIPTION
A. SPECIFIC LOCATION:

Langdon Farm Road from Seymour Avenue to Reading Road.

B. PROJECT COMPONENTS:

Rehabilitation of existing roadway including repair and replacement
gf curb, removal of existing asphalt surface, base and joint repairs,
inlet and connection pipe repairs, casting adjustments and resurfacing
with a minimum of 2 inches of asphaltic concrete.

C. PHYSICAL DIMENSIONS/CHARACTERISTICS:

Roadway is 4 lanes, 44 feet in widith and 2700 feet in length.

D. DESIGN SERVICE CAPACITY:

3.3 REQUIRED SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION

Attach Pages.



4.0 PROJECT FINANCIAL INFORMATION

4.1

a)

b)

c)
d)
e)
)

@D

A2

4.3

4.4

a)
b)
C)
d)

e)

4.5

4.6

PROJECT ESTIMATED COSTS (Round fo Necarest Dollar):

Project Engineering Costs:

1. Preliminary Engineering $_ 2,000
2. Final Design S__4,000
3. Construction Supervision $10,000
Acquisition Expenses

1. Land S

2. Right-of-Way S_
Construction Costs §_200,000
Equipment Costs S

Other Direct Expenses $
Contingencies S__20.000
TOTAL ESTIMATED COSTS $_236,000
TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT
REPAIR/REPLACEMENT § 236,000
TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT
NEW/EXPANSION S

PROJECT FINANCIAL RESOURCES (Round to Nearest Doliar and Percent)

Doliars %
Local In-Kind Contributions 8
Local Public Revenues § 136,000 58
Local Private Revenues $
Other Public Revenues
1. State of Ohio S
2. Federal Programs S -
OPWC Funds $ 100,000 42
TOTAL FINANCIAL RESOURCES §_236,000 100

STATUS OF FUNDS Local Share of the project costs will come
from Capital Improvement Funds which will be
approved as part of the City's 1990 budget.
Capital Funds come from City income tax revenue
and the sale of bonds.

Attach Documentation.

PREPAID ITEMS
Aftach Page.



5.0 APPLICANT CERTIFICATION

The Applicant Certifies That:

As ihe official rapresentailve af the Applicant, the undersigned certfifies: that he/sha Is legally empowerad fa represent
the appllcant in both requesting and occepting financlal osslisfance as provided under Chapter 164 of the Ohio
Revised Code: that to the best of his/her knowiedge and bellat, all representations that are a part of this appllcation
are true and conect: that oll officlal documents and commitments of the applicant that are a pari of this applicaiion
hove been duly autharized by ihe governing body of the Applicant; and, should the requested financlal assistance
be provided, that In the exscuiion of this project, the Applicant will comply with alt assurances required by Ohlo law,
Including those Involving minordfy business utization, equal employment opportunity, 8uy Ohle, and prevaling wages.

SCOTT, JOENSON , CITY MANAGER
Certifying Reppsentative (Type Name and Tiile)

L
Signaturgf/Date Signed

Applicant shell circle the appropriaie response to the statements.
In my projeci application, 1 have Included fhe following:

@ NO Two-year Mainfenance of Lof:c:l Effort Report as raquired In 164-1-12 of
the Ohlo Administrative Code. _

@ NG A registered professional enginesr's estimate of useful Ife as required In 164-1-13 of the
Onio Adminisitative Cods.
@ NO A ieglstered profassional englneer's esfimate of cost as jaquired in 164-1-14 and 164-1-16
of the Ohlo Adminisfrative Code, .
@ NO Two (2) coplas of a 5year Capltal improvemnents Report have been submlited to my Distrlct
Inregrating Commitiee as required in 164-1-31 of the Ohlo Administrative Code.
@ NO A ‘status of funds* report per secilon 4.5 of this applicafien.
YES NO A copy of the cooperafive agreement (for projects involving more than one subdivision).
YES NO —Copies of ali warrants for those ltems Identified as ‘pre-pald® In sectlon 4.6 of inls
applicalion.

6.0 DISTRICT COMMITIEE CERTIFICATION

The Distict Integrating Commiftee for District Number _2- Certifies
That: S A . : | , .

" . As the official representative of the District Public' Works Integiating Committse, the undersigned hereby cerifies: 'thaf
this application for financlal asssiance ©s provided under Chapter 164 of the Ohlo Revised. Code has been duly
. solacted by the approprlate body of the District Publlc Works_ Integrating Commitiea: that the project’s seleciion was -
based entirely on an objective, Disiict-orlented set of projact avaluation criterlo and selection methodology thot are

T fully reflective of and In conformance with Ohlo Revisad Code Sectlons 164.05, 164.06, and 164,14, and Chapter 164-
1 of the Ohlo Administrative Code: and that the amount of financlal assistance hereby recommended has been
prudently derlved In considerotlon of all other financlal resources avallable to the project., As evidence of the
Distlet's due cansideration of required project evaluation criteria, the resulfs of this praject’s ratings under such criterla

are aftached fo this application.
Donald C. Schramm, Chairperson, Dist. 2 Integrating-:Committee

Cerlifying Representative (Type Name and Title)

ﬂ;_,,, i ot pesse ) o550

Bnature/Date Signed <




- OCTOBER 31. 198%9

2 YEAR MAINTENANCE OF LOCAL EFFORT REPORT

CINCINNATI CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT BUDGET, 1988

PROJECT NAME

Street
Rehabilitation

Street
Rehabilitation

Southside Avenue
Bridge Replacement

Egogleston Avenue
Improvement

Brridoe Invesiment
Frotection Program

Walil Stabilization &
Landslide Correction

City Sidewalks,
Drives, Etc.

City Hillside
Stair Renovation

Impact Atternuators

Hopple—Beekman-—
Westwood Northern
Blvd. Intersection

Bridge
Rehabilitation

PROJECT TYFE

Rehabilitation

Rehabilitation

Replacement

1

Widening &
Chammelizing

Rehabilitation

Rehabilitation

% Replacement

Replacement

Rehabilitation

& Replacement

Installation

Widening

Rehabilitatiaon

FUMDING SOURCE

Street Improvement

Bond Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvemant Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

FUNDING AMDUNT

$ 7,750,000

#t

1,850,000

1,426,000

325,000

1P5.000

500,000

375,000

50,000

50,000

100,000

310,000



OCTORER 31, 1989

PROJECT NAME

Hopple—Beekman—
Westwood Northern
Blvd. Intersection._

Monastary Street

Guerley Road

Street
Rehabilitation

City Sidewalks,
Drives, Etc.

City Hillside
Stair Renovation

Wall Stabilization &
Landslide Correction

Belmont
Avenue

Brighton
Comnection

Calhoun
Streest

Ciifton
Avenue

Elberon
Avenue

2 YEAR MAINTENANCE OF LOCAL EFFORT REPORT

CINCINNATI CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT BUDGET, 1989

PROJECT TYPE

Widening

Hillside

Stabilization

Widening

Rehabilitation

Replacement

Rehabilitation
& Replacement

Rehabilitation
L Replacement

Widening

Intersection

Impravement

Widening

Realignment

lLandslide
Correction

FUNDING SOURCE-

Street Impravement
Bond Fund (from
Issue 1 Funds?

Incomz Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Strest Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Strest Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Band Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

ELINDING AMOUNT

] 315,000

300,000
% 50,000
£ 1,710,000

s 200,000

% 190,000

£ 500,000

$ 300,000

] 400,000

% 100,000

© 150, 0OC

& &0,000



Hamilton
Avenue

Marvland
Avenue

Cueen City
Avenue

Rapid Transit Tubes
Under Central Parkway

Stadium/Coliseum
Bridges

Wailts
Avenue

Waldveogel
Viaduct

Warsaw/Waldvogel
Ramp

Groesheck
Road

U.5. S0/59ixth
Street Expressway

2 YEAR MAINTENANCE OF LOCAL EFFORT REPORT

Widening

L andslide

Correction

Widening

Rehabilitation

Rehabilitatian

Widening

Rehabilitation

Landslide

Correction

Widening

Rehabilitation

Streset Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

_Street Improvement
Bornd Fund

Street Improvement
Bornd Fund

treet Improvement
Bond Fund

Etreet Impraovement
Baond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Strest Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Band Fund

200,000

100, 000

700,000

300,000

120,000

50,000

200,000

130,000

100,000

100, 000



City of Cincinnati

Department of Public Works Room 440, City Hall
Division of Engineering 801 Plum Street
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

George Rowe
Director

Thomas E. Young
City Engineer

October 31, 198%

Subject: Langdorn Farm Road Rehabtilitation
Seymour Avenue to Reading Road
Certification of Useful Life of Is=sus 2 UPWC Proiects

As required by Chapter 1454—-1-13 of the Ohio Administrative Code,
I hereby certify that the design useful life of the subject
street rehabilitation project is at least twenty (290) years.

e Mgense

T.E. ¥dung W.E.
City Engireer
(seal) City of Cincinnati

Equal Opportunity Employer



1950 STREET REHABILITATION, STATE ISSUE #2

Langdon Farm Road

ESTIMATED EST. UNIT ESTIMATED

REF. ITEM NO, QUANTITIES OESCRIFPTION PRICE COST
1 103.05 lump Contract Bond $3,343.00
z2 Epecial &00 s.y. Part Depth Pavt. Fen(Conc. Pavt.) $27.00 516,200,000
3 Special 20 c.y. Maintenance Pateching $80.00 $1,600.0C
4 Special 100 1.7¥. Connection Pipe Cleaned £1G.00 1,000,000
3 z02 400 s.v. Rigid Pavt. Removed-Full Depth 523.00 $10,000.00
& 208 18,300 s.y. MWearing Course Removed $1.30 %18,730.00
7 301 10¢ c.y. EBituminous Aggregrate Base{ 9") $95.00 %8,500.00
8 304 50 c.y. Aggregate Base $25.00 %£1,250,00
7 403 360 c.y. Asphalt Concrete Leveling Course $42.00 $22, 32G.00
10 404 360 c.y. Asphalt Concrete Surface Course s462,00 $22,320.00
11 603 25 1.f. 18" Conduit, Type "H" s30.00 $730.00
2 604 7 ea. Mannole Adjust to Grade W/D Ring £175.00 %1,225,00
13 404 12 ea VYalve Chambers Adjust W/0 Ring $175.00 $2.100.00
14 &04 2 ea DG! Adjusted To Grade $230. 00 $6F0.00
15 404 13 ea DGI Repaired & Adjusted To Grade $260.00 £3,380.00
14 &04 3 =a. Conzst. of DBI/CI Aband Qld Inlet %1,230.00 $4,2830.00
17 &08 200 =.f. Handicap Ramp %£4.00 $800.00
i 608 100 =.f. Concretes Walk 54,00 $400, 00
19 09 4,000 1.f. Concrete Curb Repair,Type P-4 $16.00 s54,000.00
20 &09 70 1.f. Concrete Curb ,Type 5-1 %$15.00 %1,050.00
21 609 30 1.f. Concrete Curb ,Type L-1 $B.00 $400.00
22 612 300 s.f. Conc. Median & Traffic island Repair $7.00 $3,300.00
23 a27 150 s.f. Concrete Driveway $3.00 %73C.02
24 &840 34600 1.7, BSod Restoration $2.00 $7.,200.00
23 1125 2 ea, Reset Ex. Valve Hox W/0 Adjusters F110.00 522G.00
2& 619 iump Field Office 2,000, 00
Total Cost +200,000.00

Contingencies $ 20,000.00

Total Cost : $220,000.00

—
...lﬁ(.(_#:u_l.be _____________
T. E.Young [P- E.

City Engineer
City af Cincinnati




City of Cincinnati

Department of Finance Room 250, City Hall
801 Plum Street
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

F. A. Dawson
Director

F. X. Wagner
Superintendent

January 22, 1990

Mr. Donald Schramm, P.E., P.S.
Hamilton County Engineer

700 County Administration Building
138 East Court Street

Cincinnati, Ohic 45202

Attn: Mr. Joseph Hipfel

Re: Status of funds for local share of 1990 State Issue 2 Project

Dear Mr., Hipfel:

This letter is in follow-up to conversations you have had with the Engineering
Division regarding the status of the City's matching funds for the 1990 State
Issue 2 program.

The local matching share is recommended by the City Manager for funding in the
City's 1990 Capital Improvement Program. The funds are coming from Street
Improvement Bonds which are scheduled for sale on January 31, 1990.

Very truly yours,

L B

F.A. Dawson
Director of Finance

cc: . Young, Engr.
. Cordes, Engr.
. Perry, Engr.
. Cline, Engr.

o= |

1
Equal Opportunity Employer
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AFPFLICATION YEAR: 1990

STATE OF QHIO

INFRASTRUCTURE BOND PROGRAM

DISTRICT 2, HAMILTON COQUNTY

FROJECT APFLICATION

Jurisdiction/Agency: CITY OF CINCINNATI Population (1980): 385,000

Froject Titie: STREET REHABILITATION - LANGDON FARM ROAD

Frrojzct Tdentification and Locationt LANGDON FARM BOAD FROM SEYMOUR

T READING

Type of Projsct: Rehabilitation Eg] feplacs E] Betterment™ [:j

(Mark mores than one box if tharz ars expansion =
fane bridge being replacad with s & JTane bridas)

Expianation of Bettermznt Elaments of Projsct™:

Road Ez] Bridg [] Flood Control Zystem (S5tormwatsr) i:j

I

Detailed Description of Froject™™: KEMABILITATION OF EXISTING ROADWAY,

INCLUDING REPAIR AND REPLACEMENT OF CURE, REMOVAL OF EXISTING ASPHALT

SURFACE WHERE NEEDED, BASE & JOINT REFATRS, IMLET & CONNECTION RIPE

REFATRZ, CASTIMG ADJUITMENTS ANLD RESURFACING WITH ASFHALTIC CONCRETE.

Types of Issu= 2 Funds: LDistrict 2

=mall Government E]
L]

1 X

Water/Zaswar Rotary Emerge=ncy

¥ Sze definition of Bztterment attached.
= attach additional sheets if necsssary.

Fags



1. Of  the ftotal infrastructurs within ths jurisdicticn which i35 simiiar iu
thz infrastructure of this prejzct, what psircentage can be cliassiticd
=5 b2ing poor in vary poor in coendition, adsquacy and/o
serviceability.
lypical exampiss ars:

Road psrcentage= Miles of road that are poor to vary poor
Total mileage of road within jurisdiction
Storm percentage= Length of storm sewers that are poor to very pcor
Total T=ngth of storm sswar within jurisdictior
Bridge perceniagss Numbesr of bridges that ars pecor to very poor
Number of bridges within jurisdiction
ROAL PERCENTAGE = MILES PUUR = 200 = 21.49%
TOTAL MILES 915

2. What is the condition of ths infrastructure to bes replaced or
repaired? For bridges, base condition on Tatsst genzral asppraisal and
condition rating.

Cilosed Fair to poor

Extremsiy pocr Fair

Foor ;5 Good
C Give a brief statement of ths nature of the deficiesncy of the
presant Tacility swch as: inadequats Toad capacity (bridgs), surface
type and width, structural conditicn of surtacs, substandard: berm
width, grades, curves, sight distances, drainags sitructures, sanitarvy
Sswers, and water mains., List ths ag=s of thz tnfrastructurs to bz
repaired  or repliacsed using one of the Tollowing catasgorises: less than
20 years, 20-29 ysars, 30-39 yesrs, 40-4%8 yzars, 50 yzars or oldsr
PAVERMENT SHOWS SIGN OF SEVERE WEAR - FAVEMENT FAILUREZ, HEAVED
JUINTS, SPALLED AMD DETERIGRATED CHRB, INLET FAILURES, AND GENERAL
DETERIORATION OF EXISTING ROADWAY., GE OF PAVEMENT IS 30 VEARS (+-).

Fags 2z



awarded, how soon (in w=zks o1 monthis)

I¥ state 1ssus 2 Tunds ars

ariter compistion of ths agrasment with GFWC would thz opsning of bids

oeour?

% pPiesse dindicats th:s currsat status of the projsct devsiopment by
circling the appropriats answars below.

a) Has the Consultant bzen s2isctad?........ivvven. Yes3 No
b) PFraliminary developmznt or enginzsring complsted? No N A
cy Letaiied construction plans compisted?.......... Yes N/ A

dy ATT right-of-way acguired?. . et et eniens ¥eg NG (N/dD

) Utility coordination compiaicd? .. i i isen e Yes N/ A

o g, 1n wasks or months, to complate any Ttzm abows
gtad, WITHIN 3 MONTHS OF APFROVAL BY OPWO, ALL ABOVE

I

WORK Will Bec COMPLETEU 20 THAT PROJECTS CaN BE AWARDED IN 1990,

How wiil the proposed infrastructurs ctivity impact the genzral
health, welifare, and saftzty of thes service ar=ss.

& Whare applicabiz, commznt on the foilowing:

a) Overall satety, 1inciuding accidenit reduction (Accident records
should be aitachad, if avaiiabis)

b} Emesrgency vehicle response time {(fire, polics, & msdical)

Gther Tactors (i.=., fire protsction, heaith hazards, =tc.)

[
—r

i}

d) Additicnail issr Costs - The additional distance and tims for th
users fTo travel a detour or an altsrnats routs

Wnan project is compistzsd, how will it impact adjacent businsssss?

{h
—

WILL ASSTIST TN MAINTAINING CURRENT TAX BASE AND ALSO PROVIDE

SATISFACTORY ROAD NETWORK FOR FUTURE DEVELOFMENT.

FPags 3



Are matching Tunds availablz? (i.=2. Fzderal, stats, MEF, Local, =ic.)
YES

To what extent of anticipated construction cost?

50%

= List th= typs and amount of funds bzing supplizd by the Tocal
SJENCY . This amount may be from JTocal, Faderal, sztates, Municipal Road
Fund (MREF}), or othzr sourcas. Expiain additional Tunding threuah
otheir sources besing applisd for or recsived for thes proj=ct. Also,
explain  any nesd to accumuiate funds for consiruction =t a Tatsr dats.

[
Compl=ts LOCAL FUNDING SOURCES on FPags 6.

& Ths Jocal agency shail suppiy a minimum of i10% of thz anticipatad
construction cost. Additionaliiyv, the local agsncy shall pay for all

costs of enginsering, inspection of construction, right of way, and
the betterment portion of the projaet. Compists ESTIMATED COST OF
FROJECT, on Pags §.

Has any formai action by a fzaderal, stats, or local govarnm=nt agency
resulted in & partial ban or compliets ban of the uss or =xpansion of
use for ths involved infrastructurs? NO

® aArs there any roads or streszits within the propossd projsct 1imits
that have weight 1imits (partial ban) or truck rasirictions {c 0up| =t
ban)? Havs any bridges had weiaght Timits impossd on tham {partisi
ban) o truck prohibitions {(compizts ban}? Hava the issuvancs of E=X
Building permits bzein Timited {(partial ban) or halted {(compliets Lan)

becasuse thz existing bTO|m/:an1t ary sswsr or water suppiy system in 2
particular areaz i3 J{nadequats Cocumant with specific infermation
expiaining what typ=e of Dban current?y axists and the agsncy tha
impossed the ban. NO

—

I

What ds the total number of xisting users that will bznefit a=s &
resulit of the propossd projsct? Uss appropriats criteria such as
houszholds, traffic counts, ridzrship Figurss for public transit,
daily users, =2tc., and =squats fo an =qual measurement of users.

W For roads and bridges, multiply currsnt documenied Average Daily
fratfic Dby 1.2 occupanis per car (I.T.E. e#stimated convsrsion factor)
to determine users per day. Ridership figurss for public transit must

be documzntad, Whare the facility currentiy has any restrictions or
i3 partially closad, use documznted +traffiec counts prier *fo
restriction. For storm ssw=rs, sanitary sswars, water Tines, and
other relatsd faciiities, wmultipiy the number of housshelds in the
service  area by four (4) to determine the approximats number of users
p=r day.

ADT = 6,000 UZERS = 7,200

Fag= @



N applicant has conducted = study of %5 existing capital
improvemsnts  and  their condition. A Tive ye=ar overall Casita]
Imprevement Fian  (fthat shail  be updated annualiv) is attachsd or aon
Tile with the Listrict Z Integrating Commiftzs fTor ths current vear or
shal be  submitted by March 2t of the program yzasr. The Pian shai’

i
inciuds the following:

a} An inventory of =2xiszting capital inprovemsnts, Jincluding kheir
condition,

by A plan that detaiis capital improvamsnts ne=ds during the next five
y=ars and,

Uz

c) A 1ist of +the political subdivisionis priorities in addrsssing
these neesds=s.

The attached Form 1 shall bz compieted for thoss proj=scts which are
being submittaed for Issus 2 Tunds.

I=  thz infrastructure +#o be Jmproved part of & faciiity that has
Peg i ongl sTanificance? (Mumb=ar  of jUiisdi tions ssirved, size of
Saryice area, trip Tengths or tengths of route, Tunctionzl
ciassiTication)

THIS STREET Iz PART OF THE FEDERAL AID URBAN SYSTEM AND IZ

CLASSIFTED A5 A COLLECTOR STREET.

-
1L}
)
o
53l

[J



10.) ESTIMATED COST OF PROJECT

ACTIVITY
Flanning, Lasign, E&ngin=aring
Right-of-way/Real Fropsrty
Inspaction of Construction
Construction and Contingancies
Bstterment Porition

Subteotal

Grand Total {(issue 2 Funds Pius

LOCAL FUNDING SCURCES

Munitcipal Road Fund (MEF)

ttats Fusl & Licenss Funds

3]

Local Road Taxas
Local Bond or Opezrating Funds

Misc. Funds (Zpecify)

I3s0E 2 FUNDS

(100% Local)
{100% Local)
(100% Local)

4 100,000

(100% Local)

£ 100,000

Local Funda)..ees oo

Total Local Funds

®E& Thase pnumbers must be jdentical

FEN

R o Af

-+

P

LOCAL FUMDE

7,000

N/ A

14,000

120,000

N/ A
139,000 B A
239,000
139,000
iR

139,000




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT FLAN

LOCAL A&BILITY TO PAY

A, Previous Capital Budget For Infrasiructure Frojectsi

Budget iz based on expenditures chgpprupriatinns}“ {Circle one)

Funding {(in thousands » of TOTAL “ ot TOTAL Capital

of dollars) expendi tures/ budget USED FOR
- appropriations INFRASTRUCTURE
REPAIR/REPLACEMENT
1986 % B.352 18 % 35 kg
1987 =_14,383 1g A ac h
1988 $_ 14,019 11 Y 53 Y
1989 % 24,203 135 Y . 75 7
{est.)
B. Projected Capital Budget For Infrastructure Projects#

L
Budget is based on expenditures ov appropriatiuﬂs,“ {(Circle one!}

Funding (in thousands Y% of TOTAL % of TOTAL Cepital
af dollars) expendil tures/ budget USED FOR
appropriations INFRASTRUCTURE
REPAIR/REPLACEMENT
1990 £_32,123 - 15 h . BG. W
1991 %$_31,107 17 ] 70 "
i9ge $_3&,12848 17 % . g0 4

% Use only funds expended or appropriated for construction CONTRACTS.

Briefly explain any significant Reduction {(10% or more) in projected
gexpendl tures ar appropriations for 1989-92 as compared to actual
expenditures or appropriations for previous years. (It i=s the intent of
Issue 2 to SUPPLEMENT local capital funds, not REPLACE them.!




Jpese  the Jjurisdiction utilize any of the following meithods for funding
curces? (circle anzwer)
Lorcal Income tax... .. oo inanna. o
Fermissive license plate fee.......... No
Bridge and road levieS....ooe e aeanen.. Yes
Tar 1ncrement financing and/er........ Mo
capital i1mprovement bond issues
Direct user feBs . cv i it i et eneenns (EEE) Mo
Permit fees and fines.. ... ... Mo
2.1 AUTHORIZATION
The applicant hereby affirms that local funds will be provided 1f this
pnroject is selected.
bte: Attach with application

1y photooraphs, reports, plans or
thet avallable data on the
roject.

Room 152, TITY HALL

801 PLUM STREET

Signejure

SCOTT _JOHNESON

Mame
CINCINNATI. OHIO 43202 CiTY MANAGER
ddyess Position
{513) Jd52-3241 . CITY OF CINCIMNNATI _
hone {(Work) Local Jurisdiction/Acency

Page B



NOTE THAT THIS FORM IS BEING OFFERED FOR

APPLYING JURISDICTION/AGENCIES: INFORMATION PURPOSES ONLY. IT WILL BE
FILLED OUT BY THE SUPPORT STAFF, BASED ON
INFORMATION SUPPLIED ON APPLICATION FORMS.

OHIO'S INFRASTRUCTURE BOND PROGRAM (ISSUE #2)

DISTRICT 2 — HAMILTON- COUNTY

1990 PROJECT SELECTION CRITERIA

JURISDICTION/AGENCY: Q 1T 6~ JHCOLH N A TS

PROJECT IDENTIFICATION:

Q/A/ 9(9/‘? "a‘zd_

Land pow A ana 471N FE A ETATNL
PROPOSED FUNDING: Ts<so & . — 10,000 = 2 P
oo re - /39, poO - 578 %

ELIGIBLE CATEGORY:
oppd o 12 pr AR

POINTS
;E) .
/ l. Type of Project
10 points - Bridge, road, storm water,
3 points - All other type projects.
/0 2. If Issue 2 Funds are awarded, how soon after the agreement

with OPWC is completed would bids occur?

10 points - Will be let in 1990
5 points - Likely to be let in 1990
0 points - Not likely to be let in 1990



é 3. What is

the condition and/or serviceability of the

infrastructure to be replaced or repaired. For bridges, base
condition on latest general appraisal and condition rating.

10 points - Closed
8 points - Extremely Poor
6 points - Poor
B 4 points - Fair to Poor
2 points - Fair
0 points - Good
‘%' 4. Of the total infrastructure within the Jjurisdiction which is

similar to the infrastructure of this project, what portion
can be classified as being in poor to very poor in condition,
and/or inadequate in service.

10 points - 50% and over
8 points - 40% and over
6 points - 30% and over
4 points - 20% and over
2 points - 10% and over
22 5. How important 1is the project to the health, welfare and

safety of the public and the citizens of the district and/or

the service

area?

10 points - Significant iﬁportance
8 points -
6 points - Moderate importance
4 points -
2 points - Minimal importance
Q; 6. What is the overall economic health of the jurisdiction?
|o 26 points - Poor
8 X6 points -
¢ +2 points - Fair
4 & points -
2. 4 points - Excellent
/0 7. Are matching funds £for +this project available? (i.e.,
Federal, §&tate, MRF, Local, etc.}. To what extent of

estimated construction cost?

10 points
points
points
points
points

B > O
|

More than 50%

40-50% and over
30-49% and over
20-28% and over
10-19% and over



C> : 8. Has any formal action by a Federal, State or local
governmental agency resulted in a partial or complete ban of
the use or expansion of use for the inveolved infrastructure?
This includes reduced weight limits on bridges.

10 points - Complete ban
5 points - Partial ban
0 peints - No action

;3 9, What is the total number of existing users that will benefit
as a result of the proposed project. Use appropriate
criteria such as households, traffic count, public transit,
daily users, etc. and equate to an equal measurement of
persons.

5 points - Over 10,000

4 points - Over 7,500 to 9,999 .
3 points - Over 5,000 to 7,499

2 points - Over 2,500 to 4,899

1l points Under 2,449

3 10. Does the infrastructure have regional impact? (May consider
size of service area, trip length or total length of route,
number of jurisdictions, functional classification, etc.)

5 points - Major impact

4 points -

3 points - Moderate impact

2 points -

1 points - Minimal impact
52 TOTAL POINTS

42? ﬁf// p)-2/-B2
LA ‘;?//éafﬁ;fkﬂLﬁ .ﬂ’

fReviewer Names Date



